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The MAILING DA TE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Periiodfdir Reply 

. A SHbRTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
. THE MAIL;ING DATE'^ 



-. Extensions of tinrte'may be available underthe provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the' miaillng date 
** - If the peVibd for reply specified above Is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 
- If NO period for reply Is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 
: - Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any re ply received by the Office tater than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even If timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent ternri adjustnnent.. See.'S? CFR 1.704(b). 

Status'.':' 

1)0 Responsiye lo cornmunicati on . 

• . 2a)Q This action is. FINAL. - 2b)|2 This action is non-final. 

3)P Since th in condition for allowance except for fonmal matters, prosecution as to the nnerits is 

'■■) 'JclpS)5d^;in^^ practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1 935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 21 3. 

bisposUiph of . Claims ^ ■ 

" 4)1^ ^^CIaim(s) 7-^3 is/are pending in the application. 

^4a^:(pf the at)Ove is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

;5)[3 Vi:(ilaiiTi^ 
V 6)j^ ^GlaihrifeV 1^13 is/are rejected. 

7) ri Cl^imfsV^ ^ ^ is/are objected to. 

8) [tl- Glaim(s) ; ' . are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers^^ ^ 

.9)QThe:spe^ by the Examiner. 

1 6)13 the draW^^ • •' • Is/are: a)D accepted or b)n objected to by the Examiner. 

' :^ objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 

' vReplaceme^^^^^^ including the correction Is required if the drawing(s) Is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

: 1 1)[D T|:i^^?t^i.A'*d®^^^ to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action orfomi PTO-152. 

Priority und^ ; 

12)EZi Ac^^^^^^ a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 

a)[3Ali;:r.b)[3 of: 
' /. s :1;E3 Ceitified c^ of the priority documents have been received. 

■ • 2,C] . Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

V ; 3:□.^ of th6 certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
> K ; International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 

• * See^ the atta action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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.Aj)plibation/G Number: 10/802,963 Page 2 

DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

1.' r.:,. The fpllowing is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

■ }■: The specifjcation shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiiriirig th:e subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Z: i Claims i-i2 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
appiiciaht:regards;as the invention. 

-id^^^ in one sentence fonri, therefore the letter "A" in Iine3 

sho^ld:;ridt iDe cap^^^ 

■"C iQlaiml linie 1 and 3, "the output" and "the logic circuits" have no antecedent 
'■basis;.'-;: : ].■ 

' i i- Olaim 2 line 1 , "the vehicle" has no antecedent basis; 
. '■ y ':k ~ presence or absence" has no antecedent basis; 

-^ 01^111:4 lines 2-3, "the absence" has no antecedent basis; 
CJgiim 7:line 3, "the vehicle" has no antecedent basis; 
: ■-- Cjaim^^^^H^^^^ "the temperature" has no antecedent basis; 
' .• 12, line 1, "the sleep mode" has no antecedent basis 

'v '^Ttilainr) 1 2, the phrase "(door switch closed, dome light on)" is indefinite and 
should be;deleted^ • • 

- :, -r;eiai^ "the alarm" has no antecedent basis. 
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Art qnil: 2632 ;/ / ; 

ART REJECTION: 

y ^ ■ Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3;v The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
' fdrni' the ba^is for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall.be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
; . ,\ u^eibr on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
. '-states: ; [, 

4U T Ci^ims and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
ariticiptated by RodrigLiez(6,496,106). 

i- l^ cbiTisidering claim 1, the claimed subject matter that is met by Rodriguez includes: 
I 5) opcu logic circuits, and temperature element to switch power 

tqith^^^^^ rriet by motion detecting device(128), comparator(110), and 

temljerature sishsih which is connected to the comparator and provides a 

signal tc) the comparator such that the comparator compares the temperature signal 
v\/ith:^ stored predet^ limit(see: column 3, lines 31-36). 

i V r- subject matter that is met as discussed in claim 1 above, as well as: 

, / ,1 )■ the occupancy sensor being energized while the vehicle is not in use is met by 
the controiler activating monitoring when the vehicle has been turned off(see: column 3, 

lihes;f;46-56);: 

■ -- Claims 3.^: r^^^ matter met in claim 1 above, as well as: 

; • y' i ) : the tirriing function is met by the timer(108, column 3, lines 39-45; column 5, 
lihes^ -2i ) wherein a time period is elapsed for the carbon and temperature sensors to 
determine limits before the motion detecting device is activated. 



ApF)iication/Goiitrol Number: 10/802,963 Page 4 

Artynit:i632,..;^^^ 

4- pjalm. 7 reeites subject matter that is met as discussed in claim 1 above, as well as: 
''}^-^4 .1 ), the logic piFpviding one electrical power source termination for the occupancy 
sen36rwben the machine uses the occupancy sensors in conjunction with a 
;. temjieratiire ejiem as an alarm control is met by the controller activating the 
alai^mti t^^^ 5, lines 21-32) when the motion detecting device(128) is used in 

conjundtiph with the temperature sensing device(126) to detect occupancy in the vehicle 
af discusse^^ in ciairn 1 above. 

- -rj- Ciairn 10 recites subject matter that is met as discussed in claim 1 above, since it 
wouid haVe ibefen in that the logic would not have been activated when air 
temperature would not have exceed the threshold limit as discussed in column 5, lines 

£• ■ S ; C'^"" Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

; 5;; The following is! a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
piDVipu^ne^^ 3et forth in this Office action: 

■ - (a).A patent rnay not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
; fortK iri;se.ctibn 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
V . J - the prior aft are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 

.;. invention yvas made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains, 
i ,;- ; ■ Patentability Shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6.^^^^ C and 11-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 

, uiipatentiable ov^r Rodriguez. 

--llhi jeonsidering clainis 5-6,11, and 12, it would have been obvious that a sleep mode 
would, have been Jncluded in the system of Rodriguez, since a sleep mode would have 
pbhjs^ted of not being operational. Furthermore, it would have been 
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blDyihui that a sle^p mode would have been inhibited when an alarm would have been 
active, since- ah active mode is the exact opposite of a sleep mode. 
; - ■ V..:; As W0II, it would have also been obvious that the occupancy sensing would have 
. been- initiate^ when dopr switches were operated, delaying energizing alarm 

eornppneh sensors would have stabilized, and that the sleep mode 

^ w^ when a passenger door would have been open, because this 

' w6i4i^^ an Instance when the vehicle Ignition would have been turned 

: offv and the timer would have been operational to initiate the monitoring 

fuhctio'ns 6^^^^ 

? \- in considering claim 8, the examiner takes Official notice that in the vehicle alarm 
a4B^se?bf input o as dry contact, solid stat switch, logic level, and analog 

• value for representing; an occupant presence is well known. Therefore, it would have 
; ;■ been-pbvipus to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
. ', inporpprafp any of the above stated devices into the system of Rodriguez, since one of 
:4f^^ the time the invention was made would have recognized the 

{ , : mostpp^ device that would have efficiently operated in the system. 

; . . As w0l|-:&lr other claimed subject matter is met as discussed in claim 1 above. 
>. y ft. All other claimed subject matter is met as discussed in claim 1 above, 
v Jn.Pp^^ cialrris 9 and 13, the examiner takes Official Notice that in the vehicle 

alarm art; use p^^^ method alarm testing and resetting are well known. Therefore, 
it would have been pbyious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
Vwas made to incprpprate secure method alarm testing and resetting in the system of 
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Rbdriiquez, siriG^^^^^^^ have allowed a user to ensure proper operation of the 

; : system;- ^t tliie same time ensuring that the user is the only authorized entity to 
..- (esiandres^t th0 alarm. 

; : As well, all other claimed subject matter is met as discussed in claim 1 above. 

Conclusion 

^^J^'^fix'Mriy iriquiry cdncerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
. .exa^ihV^^^^^^^ iDe directed to DARYL C POPE whose telephone number is (571 ) 272- 
: p normally be reached on M-TH 8:00-6:30. 

If attemjiti to.^ the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
- 1 stijpem^^^ be reached on (571) 272-2964. The fax phone number for 

the iprg^riiz^^^ virhere;this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
, ; /: the status of an application may be obtained from the 

• ■ Patent Application Irifonnation Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
■ pdb^^^ may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR, 

^v^^ S^^^^ applications is available through Private PAIR only. 

. VPpr^bre inform at>outthe PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
: : you have Iquestioh^ to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 

; ^ ir B^^ 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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